Geographic Matrix Reloaded : titles of presentations as exemplars by 泉谷, 洋平
空間・社会・地理思想 10号 2-19頁, 2006年 









Geographic Matrix Reloaded: 





                                                        



























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































る。われわれは 1 + 1，2 + 3，5 + 7…など有限数の
足し算を実行することを通じて，加法の規則を身に
つける。そして，今まで出会ったものより大きな値
の数の組み合わせ―例えば 57 と 68―に関して足し
算を実行するときも，われわれはおそらく 125 とい




もに 56 以下であれば a⊕b = a + b，a か b いずれか































































である（クーン 1971: 48-57，クーン 1998: xviii-xix，




































ない。つまり，個々の x からなる集合 X の構成要素

























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































て公開されている。http : // www . venus . sannet . ne . 
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What is geography? 
This question is at the core of the discipline. Without 
reference to any specific context it appears vague and 
abstract. Almost all geographers confront this problem 
unconsciously yet (perhaps) choose to neglect its 
relevance in their every day research practices. However, 
few geographers would deny this question’s 
fundamental importance. I am one such geographer, and 
the aim of this essay is to reflect on the above question 
in the context of Japanese human geography. 
The author first develops an analytical framework 
that re-examines Thomas Kuhn’s discussion on 
paradigms and exemplars. By paradigm, Kuhn did not 
merely imply a conceptualization for metaphysical 
framework as evoked by such phrases as “worldview” or 
“cosmology”. Instead, Kuhn’s intention was to ground 
the idea of paradigms in the concrete and material. 
Thus, textbooks, refereed papers, and associated 
practices represent the types of paradigm as normative 
examples for a specific discipline that Kuhn had in mind. 
However, this crucial aspect of his discussion has been 
overlooked due to the semantic confusion attached to 
the use of paradigm. In response to his situation, Kuhn 
sought greater clarity through the use of a new term 
“exemplar” to distinguish the material trappings of 
paradigms from the metaphysical context in which they 
are situated. 
Unfortunately, for several reasons, discussions of 
Kuhn in Japanese human geography have largely 
neglected both the substantive and subtle aspects of 
these arguments. The result was such understandings 
of Kuhn as follows. First, though the idea of paradigms 
works in the case of the natural sciences, it is thought 
inapplicable to the social sciences, including human 
geography. Second, disciplines in the social sciences 
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contain multiple and often competing currents of 
thought, rather than a single prominent paradigm. 
However, once we draw upon the diverse wealth of 
textbooks, refereed papers, classical writings, scientific 
societies and so on, no matter what kind of science 
human geography is to be, these various manifestations 
of “paradigm as exemplar” enables us to consider deeply 
all the aspects of our activities as intellectual 
professionals. In other words, even though human 
geography lies beyond the fold of the natural sciences 
which Kuhn was explicitly addressing, through his 
concept of paradigms as exemplar, we can begin to make 
use of his theories to descript characteristics of human 
geography. 
With this broader conceptualization in mind, the 
following chapter proposes more concrete analysis of 
paradigm as exemplar in human geography. Given that 
Kuhn understood not only textbooks and classical 
writings but also journals and periodicals as normative 
exemplars for scientists, we can say that titles of 
presentations at academic conferences serve as a key set 
of exemplars with which to gauge Japanese human 
geography. The reason for this is that in our daily 
research practices, we use, cite and repeat the titles of 
presentation and thereby provide a name for the 
research programs that we consciously and 
unconsciously prosecute. 
By examining all of the titles of presentation in past 
annual meetings of The Human Geographical Society of 
Japan (Jimbun Chiri Gakkai), it is possible to see a high 
frequency of the expression “x ni okeru y” - y in x. 
Similarly, we can also recognize other similar 
expressions, like “y: x wo jire ni” – y: a case study of x – 
and  “y: x no baai” – y: a case of x – which spatially 
restrict a specific subject denoted by “y” to a certain 
area “x”. From the standpoint I mentioned beforehand, 
these typical expressions can be thought of as parts of 
our exemplars. Indeed, for two reasons these 
expressions outline, to some degree, the range of our 
ideas that govern the set of research practice associated 
with writing articles and books, as well as presenting 
our findings orally. First, an oral presentation is usually 
the first opportunity to give a title to our research 
product, while the titles of papers and books further 
reflect this process. Second, as an empirical fact, we 
imitate such titles in the past as literal “exemplars” 
when we learn to make a presentation or write a report 
in the geographical education system so that we can 
easily give a title to our research products using these 
expressions without any conscious reflection about their 
normative characteristics. 
In the next chapter we consider theoretically what 
kind of paradigm as metaphysical framework can be 
formed from the paradigms as exemplar and how they 
are brought about in Japanese human geography, based 
on the arguments in the preceding chapter. With 
reference to the “quus” operation proposed by Kripke, I 
outline the process in which individual practices are 
integrated into rules as if the latter dominates the 
former.  
In our case, Kripke’s formulation enables us to 
consider that the use of expressions such as “x ni okeru 
y” can be regarded in the same light with specific 
calculating practices, while metaphysical paradigm 
corresponds with the notion of rules. Then, I propose the 
hypothesis that the metaphysical paradigm in Japanese 
human geography, as evidenced by the subjective 
frequency of titles with “x ni okeru y”, can be integrated 
figuratively as a geographic matrix. This matrix is 
composed by charting the correspondence between the 
relative positions of the two categories “x” and “y”. 
Finally, following from the proposition that a 
geographic matrix is at least one way of evaluating the 
core(s) of human geographical thought in Japan, I 
propose several directions for further inquiry. By going 
further from the findings of this paper, we might be able 
to arrive at an alternate viewpoint of our research 
practices formulated around the “geographic matrix 
paradigm” and hence open up new realms of intellectual 
territory for further examination. I believe that through 
such reflection we can better understand the 
characteristics of our discipline. It is also, at the same 
time, a contribution to improve our understanding of 
the world better, so far as geographer's knowledge and 
activity should be considered as parts of phenomena 
that comprise of the world.  
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